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DETAILED ACTION 



Election/Restrictions 

Applicant's election without traverse of Species I in the reply filed on 04/20/2006 
is acknowledged. 

Claims 6, 8-10, 33,34, 42-44, 48, 50-52, 75 and 76 are withdrawn from further 
consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected invention, 
there being no allowable generic or linking claim. Election was made without traverse 
in the reply filed on 04/20/2006. 



Specification 

The disclosure is objected to because it contains an embedded hyperlink and/or 
other form of browser-executable code (see Page 1 , Line 26). Applicant is required to 
delete the embedded hyperlink and/or other form of browser-executable code. See 
MPEP§ 608.01. 

The Specification of the present invention appears to be a literal translation of 
Japanese Patent Application Serial No. 2002-302585. Therefore, most of the 
Specification is not written in idiomatic English and does not conform to United States 
patent practice. 

For example, the paragraph on Page 1 , Lines 11-15 reads: 
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"The present invention relates to an apparatus, method and computer 
program product for checking a hypertext, and more particularly, to an 
apparatus, method and computer program product for detecting part of an error 
in a link source description and a relationship between links in a hypertext." 
(emphasis added) 

Another example includes the paragraph spanning Pages 1 and 2 reads as 
follows: 

"There is disclosed a first example of the conventional technology of 
checking a hypertext targeting a hypertext on Internet, in nonpatent literature 
on a link checker "LinkScan.TM." produced by Elsop.TM. (Electronic Software 
Publishing Corporation), at URL:http:/www.elsop.com/- linkscan/ on Internet, 
searched at Oct. 9, 2002. This is a tool that automatically goes around the 
hypertexts over the Internet to have a log recorded therein on the occasion of 
an error. There are some types of such link checker including one type of the 
link checker that is adapted to diagnose a target online in accordance with 
the specified address of the target, and the other type of the link checker that 
is adapted to diagnose folder offline in accordance with the specified particular 
folder in a hard disk." (emphasis added) 



Another example includes the paragraph spanning Pages 2 and 3, which reads: 
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"There is a third example of the conventional technology of a typical 
system for checking a document including a document correcting system such as 
an auto-correcting function in Microsoft ® Word produced by Microsoft 
Corporation. These document correcting systems are operable to detect an 
inappropriate expression such as an error of a declensional "Kana", which 
is a kind of Japanese character, ending and a repeat of a postpositional 
particle of Japanese, and to then output a correction candidate." (emphasis 
added) 

Simply stated, these portions of the Specification are not written in a manner that 
is understood by the examiner. That is, the text is not written in proper idiomatic English 
and does not conform to United States patent practice in that the text is written using 
terms that are not normally used in the United States to describe these types of 
inventions and the state of the art in the field of the present invention. 

This manner of writing (i.e., improper idiomatic English and descriptions of the 
subject matter of the present invention that are difficult, if not impossible, to understand 
for a person of ordinary skill in the United States whose native language is English) is 
replete throughout the Specification. Examples include: 

> "Example of each logical mismatches is described in detail in the followings with 
reference to the drawings." See Page 24, Lines 10-12. 

> "Therefore the audience can access the document 1 16 for the introduction 
information of 'GX0011' according to expectation when the audience browses the 
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documents 111,112, and 113, but the audience cannot access the document 
1 16 when the audience browses the wrong document 114 against expectation." 
See Page 24, Line 25 through Page 25, Line 2. 

> "In this embodiment, the example of putting a link to an expired information 
described above includes the link for the expired campaign, but is not limited to, 
and may further include a mismatch caused by transferring an initial document 
from an original address to another address and replacing this initial document 
with another document at the original address. Furthermore, an original period 
may be unlimited." See Page 26, Line 24 through Page 27, Line 3. 

> "As shown in FIG. 5, the disunity in the link source descriptions means a 
mismatch in case when there is a fluctuation caused by the disunited link source 
descriptions." See Page 27, Lines 15-17. 

> "As shown in FIG. 6, the disunity in the style of the link source description means 
a mismatch in different views of the link, or different effects at the click on a link 
button, for example, due to the different style or target attribute. In FIG. 6A, the 
document 141 has four links 241, 242, 243, and 244, in three of which the target 
attribute is specified as "_blank" so as to open a pop-up window to display the 
page of the link target thereon. Therefore, the audience who browses the 
document 141 as shown in FIG. 6B may browse the documents 142, 143, and 
144 of the link targets of the links 241 , 242, and 243 one after another, while 
opening the document 141 displayed on the screen. The display of the page of 
the link target on the pop-up window is often convenient to particularly browse 
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the collection of the links, in which the audience may browse one after another 
some documents of the different link targets while browsing the original 
document of the collection of the links. Meanwhile, no target attribute is specified 
in the link 244, thereby causing the documents to turn at the click on a link 
button. Therefore, because the documents turn at the click on the link 244, the 
audience should look for a link to return the original document 141 , or use a 
return button of the browser." See Page 28, Line 13 through Page 29, Line 6. 
> "Suppose that the link target "HIDDEN_URL" is indicative of a confidential file 
such as a customer list, the information stored in the confidential file can be 
easily acquired by the crawler, while there is a danger of causing the trouble 
which is that a human being can not notice this leakage." See Page 30, Lines 3- 
7. 

The examiner could provide many more examples of improper idiomatic English 
throughout the Specification. 

To obviate this objection, Applicant should go through the entire specification - 
word-by-word, sentence-by-sentence, paragraph-by-paragraph - and rewrite the entire 
specification so that it: 1 ) reads easily for, and is easily understood by, a person whose 
native language is English; 2) consistently uses terminology - used in the United 
States - that is generally accepted in the art; and 3) conforms to United States patent 
practice. 
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A substitute specification in proper idiomatic English and in compliance with 37 
CFR 1.52(a) and (b) is required. The substitute specification filed must be accompanied 
by a statement that it contains no new matter. 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

• The phrase "122, 122 and 123" on Page 26, Line 15 should be amended to — 
121, 122 and 123 — because it appears to include a typographic error. 

The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for 
the claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01 (o). Correction 
of the following is required: "a hypertext on a Web site to be checked target' (see Claim 
36, Line 2). 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Drawings 

The drawings are objected to because: 

• in Figure 16, the term "MOMED" should be amended to — MOVED — because it 
appears to be a typographic error. 

• in Figure 21 , the term "EXTARCT" should be amended to — EXTRACT — 
because it appears to be a typographic error. 
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Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing 
figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement 
sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and 
appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings 
for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the 
renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing 
date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" 
or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .121 (d). If the changes are not accepted by the 
examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in 
the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: 
> The entire claim should be amended to — 
An apparatus for checking a hypertext, target i ng a hypert e xt databas e link in a 
database , said apparatus capable of detecting a part i nc l ud i ng a logically mismatched 
link in sa i d hypertext database . 
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— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 2 is objected to because of the following informalities: 
> The entire claim should be amended to — 
The apparatus for checking a hyp e rt e xt the link as set forth in claim 1 . wherein said 
apparatus operates i s operat e d to detect at least one of the following parts as sa i d part, 
sa i d parts inc l ud i ng logically mismatched links : 

• a part link having a mismatch between a li nk sourc e descript i on the hyperlink 
appearing on the source web page and cont e nts of a link a target web page^-said 
li nk targ e t page b ei ng li nk e d with sa i d li nk sourc e d e scr i pt i on ; 

• a part link having a mismatch between a l ink sourc e d e script i on the hyperlink 
appearing on the source web page and cont e nts of a l i nk a target web page 
having expired content , the contents of sa i d l i nk taroot pag e b ei ng chang e d, sa i d 
l ink target pag e b ei ng li nk e d with sa i d li nk sourc e d e script i on ; 

• a part link on multiple web pages having a d i sunity among a plural i ty of li nk 
sourc e doscr i pt i ons hav i ng a samo l i nk target page an inconsistent hyperlink 
appearing on the multiple web pages : 

• a oart link having a disun i ty i n styl e s among a p l ura li ty of l ink source doscriptions 
different method of presenting an associated target web page than other links on 
the i nc l ud e d in a same web page or p e r i ph e ra l pag e s in the same website : 
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• a paft Hnk having no link sourc e d e scr i pt i on a hyperlink that is not readily 
apparent to a user : and 

• a ©art link i nc l uding a group of li nks forming that forms a loop[[,]] with other links 
th e li nk source doscr i pt i ons of sa i d li nks relating to a same similar topic. 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 3 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

An apparatus for checking a hyp e rt e xt link, comprising: 

• an information storing unit which stores [[an]] information about links r el at e d to 
said hypertext ; and 

• a condition detecting unit which r e f e rs to sa i d i nformat i on storing unit to detects a 
part i nc l ud i ng a logically mismatched link. 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 4 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 
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The apparatus for checking a hyp e rt e xt link as set forth in claim 3, further comprising an 
information collecting unit which collects said information about the links ro l otod to sa i d 
hyp e rt e xt , wherein said information storing unit stores said information about the links 
collected by said information collecting unit. 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 5 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The apparatus for checking a hyp e rtext link as set forth in claim 3, further comprising a 
candidate providing unit which provides a correction candidate related to said part 
includ i ng the logically mismatched link detected by said condition detecting unit. 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 7 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The apparatus for checking a hyp e rt e xt link as set forth in claim 5, further comprising a 
correction reflecting unit which corrects said hypert e xt bas e d on sa i d part i nclud i ng the 
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logically mismatched link d e t e ct e d by sa i d condition det e cting un i t and sa i d corr e ction 
candidate provid e d by sa i d correct i on prov i ding unit . 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 1 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The apparatus for checking a hyp e rtext link as set forth in claim 3, wherein said 
condition detecting unit is op e rated to divides said information about the links into seme 
groups in accordance with a predetermined condition and detects a miner subgroup of 
the groups as sa i d part i nc l ud i ng that includes the logically mismatched link. 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 12 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The apparatus for checking a hyp e rtext link as set forth in claim 3, wherein said 
condition detecting unit i s operat e d to detects a part i nc l uding a link having a mismatch 
between of wh i ch a l i nk sourc o d e script i on the link and contonts of a li nk a target web 
page ar e m i smatch e d as sa i d part i nc l ud i ng th e l og i ca ll y m i smatch e d li nk . 
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— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 13 is objected to because of the following informalities: 
> The entire claim should be amended to — 
The apparatus for checking a hyp e rt e xt link as set forth in claim 3, wherein said 
condition detecting unit is op e rated to calculates criteria scores of the links based on at 
least one of the following scores and detects [[a]] the link with [[a]] the highest criteria 
score[[s]] as said part logically mismatched link , said scores including: 

• a first score calculated by comparing l i nk sourco d e scr i pt i ons of a p l ura li ty of the 
hyper links of links having [[a]] the same link target web page w i th e ach othor ; 

• a second score calculated by comparing link the target web pages of a p l ura li ty 
ef links having a samo l ink sourc e doscript i on w i th e ach othor identical 
hyperlinks : 

• a third score calculated by comparing Jink the target web pages of a plurality of 
links having [[a]] the same li nk targ e t source web page and a samo link sourc e 
d e script i on w i th oach othor identical hyperlinks : and 

• a fourth score calculated by comparing contents of a li nk sourc e d e scr i ption 
hyperlink and contents of a Unk target web page , sa i d l i nk sourco doscript i on 
b e ing li nked with sa i d li nk target pago . 
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— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 14 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The apparatus for checking a hyp e rt e xt link as set forth in claim 3, wherein said 
condition detecting unit i s op e rat e d to detects a part link having a mismatch between a 
l ink source descript i on the hyperlink appearing on the source web page and contents of 
a-Wnk a target web page having expired content , sa i d l i nk sourco description being 
l ink e d w i th sa i d l i nk targ e t page, and said m i smatch b ei ng causod by chang i ng tho 
cont e nts of sa i d li nk targ e t pago . 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 15 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The apparatus for checking a hyp e rt e xt link as set forth in claim 3, wherein said 
condition detecting unit is op e rat e d to calculates criteria scores of the links based on at 
least one of the following scores and [[to]] detects [[a]] the link with [[a]] the highest 
criteria score[[s]] as said part logically mismatched link , said scores including: 
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• a first score calculated by comparing l ink sourc e descriptions of a p l ura l ity of the 
hyper links of links having [[a]] the same Hnk target web page w i th e ach oth e r ; 

• a second score calculated by detecting a notice d e scription, , including a 
movement notice d e script i on or an expiration notice d e script i on^ i nc l ud e d in the 
contents of a Hnk target web page for an associated link : and 

• a third score calculated by detecting a d e script i on of period of validity i nc l ud e d in 
the contents of a link target web page for an associated link and comparing said 
period of validity af»d to the present date and time. 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 16 is objected to because of the following informalities: 
> The entire claim should be amended to — 
The apparatus for checking a hyp e rt e xt link as set forth in claim 3, wherein said 
condition detecting unit i s op e rat e d to detects a part link on multiple web pages having a 
disun i ty among a p l ural i ty of l ink sourc e d e scriptions hav i ng a sam e l i nk targ e t page an 
inconsistent hyperlink appearing on the multiple web pages . 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 
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Claim 17 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The apparatus for checking a hyp e rt e xt link as set forth in claim 3, wherein said 
condition detecting unit i s op e rated to detects a part link having a d i sun i ty i n sty l os 
among a p l urality of li nk sourco descript i ons different method of presenting an 
associated target web page than other links on the includ e d i n a same web page or 
p e riph e ral pag e s in the same website . 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 18 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The apparatus for checking a hypertext link as set forth in claim 5, wherein said 
condition detecting unit i s op e rat e d to divides said information about the links into some 
groups including a major group and a minor group in accordance with a predetermined 
condition and detects said minor group as sa i d part including the logically mismatched 
link. 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 
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Claim 19 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The apparatus for checking a hypertext link as set forth in claim 1 8, wherein said 
candidate providing unit is op e rat e d to provides a correction candidate that makes said 
minor group samo as conform to said mate major group. 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 20 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The apparatus for checking a hyp e rtext link as set forth in claim 5, wherein said 
condition detecting unit i s operat e d to detects a part i nc l ud i ng a link having a mismatch 
between of wh i ch a li nk sourc e descr i pt i on the link and cont e nts of a l i nk a target web 
page are m i smatched as said part i nclud i ng th e l og i ca ll y m i smatch e d li nk . 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 21 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 
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The apparatus for checking a hypert e xt link as set forth in claim 5, wherein said 
condition detecting unit i s op e rat e d to calculates criteria scores of the links based on at 
least one of the following scores and detects [[a]] the link with [[a]] the highest criteria 
score[[s]] as said part logically mismatched link , said scores including: 

• a first score calculated by comparing li nk sourc e d e scr i pt i ons of a p l ura li ty of the 
hyper links of links having [[a]] the same imk target web page with each other ; 

• a second score calculated by comparing Hnk the target web pages of a p l ural i ty 
©f links having a sam e link sourco d e scr i pt i on w i th e ach othor identical 
hyperlinks : 

• a third score calculated by comparing Imk- the target web pages of a plurality of 
links having a same li nk target source web page and a samo li nk sourco 
d e script i on with ooch othor identical hyperlinks : and 

• a fourth score calculated by comparing contents of a li nk sourco descr i pt i on 
hyperlink and contents of a link target web page , sa i d li nk sourco descr i ption 
b ei ng li nked with sa i d li nk targ e t pag e. 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 22 is objected to because of the following informalities: 
> The entire claim should be amended to — 
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The apparatus for checking a hyp e rt e xt link as set forth in claim 21 , wherein said 
candidate providing unit i s op e rat e d to provides at least one of the following correction 
candidates including: 

• a first correction candidate for the l i nk source descript i on hyperlinks obtained by 
comparing l ink sourc e d e script i ons of a plura li ty of the hyper links of links having 
[[a]] the same Imk target web page w i th e ach othor ; 

• a second correction for th e l i nk targ e t cand i dat e target web pages obtained by 
comparing the target web pages of a plura li ty of links having a same l ink source 
d e script i on w i th e ach oth o r identical hyperlinks : 

• a correction candidate for the link target web pages obtained by comparing Hnk 
the target web pages of a p l ura li ty of links having [[a]] the same link targ e t source 
web page and a sam o l i nk sourc e d e script i on w i th e ach othor identical 
hyperlinks : and 

• a correction candidate for th e li nk sourc e d e scr i pt i on hyperlinks obtained by 
comparing contents of a li nk sourc e d e script i on hyperlink and contents of a link 
target web page , said li nk sourc e descript i on b ei ng l i nked with sa i d li nk targ e t 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 
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Claim 23 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The apparatus for checking a hyp e rt e xt link as set forth in claim 5, wherein said 
condition detecting unit is op e rat e d to detects a part link having a mismatch between a 
link sourc e descript i on the hyperlink appearing on the source web page and cont e nts of 
a li nk a target web page having expired content , sa i d li nk sourc e d e script i on being 
li nk e d with said li nk target pag e , and sa i d mismatch being caused by chang i ng tho 
contents of said l ink targ e t pag o. 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 24 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The apparatus for checking a hypert e xt link as set forth in claim 5, wherein said 
condition detecting unit i s op e rat e d to calculates criteria scores of the links based on at 
least one of the following scores and detects [[a]] the link with [[a]] the highest criteria 
score[[s]] as said part logically mismatched link , said scores including: 

• a first score calculated by comparing li nk source d o script i ons of a plura li ty of the 
hyper links of links having [[a]] the same Imk target web page with e ach oth e r ; 
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• a second score calculated by detecting a notice d e scription^ including a 
movement notice descript i on or an expiration notice d e script i on, , i nclud e d in the 
contents of [[the]] a Imk target web page for an associated link : and 

• a third score calculated by detecting a d e scription of period of validity i nclud e d in 
the contents of a Imk target web page for an associated link and comparing said 
period of validity and to the present date and time. 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 



Claim 25 is objected to because of the following informalities: 
> The entire claim should be amended to — 
The apparatus for checking a hypertext link as set forth in claim 24, wherein said 
candidate providing unit i s op e rat e d to provides at least one of the following correction 
candidates including: 

• a first correction candidate for the li nk sourc e d e scr i pt i on hyperlinks obtained by 
comparing l ink sourc e descr i pt i ons of a p l ura li ty of the hyper links of links having 
[[a]] the same Imk target web page w i th oach oth o r ; and 

• a second correction candidate for th e li nk target web pages obtained by 
extracting th e d e scription of a new mov e d web page address from the contents 
of [[a]] the Imk target web page. 
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— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 26 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The apparatus for checking a hyp e rtext link as set forth in claim 5, wherein said 
condition detecting unit i s op e rat o d to detects a part link on multiple web pages having a 
d i sun i ty among a plura li ty of l i nk sourc e descript i ons hav i ng a same li nk target pago an 
inconsistent hyperlink appearing on the multiple web pages , and said candidate 
providing unit provides a correction candidate for the hyperl ink sourc e descr i pt i on by 
comparing li nk source d e scr i pt i ons of a plura li ty of the hyper links of links having [[a]] the 
same Wnk target web page as that of said part detected Jink by said cond i t i on dotocting 

i mit 
en in. 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 27 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The apparatus for checking a hyp e rt e xt link as set forth in claim 5, wherein said 
condition detecting unit i s op e ratod to detects a part jink having a d i sun i ty i n sty l os 
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among a plura l ity of link sourc e d e script i ons different method of presenting an 
associated target web page than other links on the i nc l ud e d in a same web page or 
p e riphera l pagoo in the same website , and said candidate providing unit i s operated to 
provides said correction candidate for the styl e of the l i nk source descript i on detected 
link by comparing the styl e of a plural i ty of li nk source descript i ons i ncluded in the 
d e t e cted part d e t e ct e d by sa i d cond i t i on d e tect i ng unit presentation method of the 
detected link and the presentation methods of the other links . 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 28 is objected to because of the following informalities: 
> The entire claim should be amended to — 
The apparatus for checking a hyp e rt e xt link as set forth in claim 4, wherein said 
information collecting unit i s op e rat e d to repeatedly collects said information about the 
links in the hypertext , and said information storing unit stores a p l ura l ity of said 
information about the li nks collected at a plura li ty of different times. 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 
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Claim 29 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The apparatus for checking a hyp e rt e xt link as set forth in claim 28, wherein said 
condition detecting unit i s op e rat e d to detects a part link having a mismatch between a 
li nk source d e script i on the hyperlink appearing on the source web page and cont e nts of 
a l ink a target web page by r e f e rr i ng to analyzing said information storing un i t and 
calculat i ng determining changes of a change in the number[[s]] of [[the]] links or kinds of 
th e li nk source d e script i on to th e l i nk targ e t pag o during said times , the cont e nts of said 
l ink target pag e b e ing changed . 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 30 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The apparatus for checking a hyp e rt e xt link as set forth in claim 3, wherein said 
condition detecting unit i s operated to detects a link having no l i nk source d e script i on 
hyperlink appearing on the source web page as sa i d part i nclud i ng the logically 
mismatched link. 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 
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Claim 31 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The apparatus for checking a hyp e rt e xt link as set forth in claim 3, wherein said 
condition detecting unit is op e rat e d to detects a link having the link sourc e descript i on a 
hyperlink on the source web page in which no character strings or images are included, 
or a link having tho li nk source descript i on in which a character string or an image is 
expressed in an inconspicuous color or [[a]] size i s i nc l ud e d , as said part i ncluding the 
logically mismatched link. 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 32 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The apparatus for checking a hyp e rt e xt link as set forth in claim 3, wherein said 
condition detecting unit is op e rat e d to detects a group of links having associated 
hyperlinks appearing on source web pages that form i ng forms a loop as said part 
logically mismatched link, wherein the li nk sourc e d e scr i ptions of said links associated 
hyperlinks r e lat i ng relate to a same common topic. 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 
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Claim 35 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The apparatus for checking a hypertext link as set forth in claim 4, wherein said 
information collecting unit i s oporatod to extracts character strings corresponding to the 
li nk source d e script i on hyperlinks of said links [[by]] through character recognition when 
the l ink source d e script i on is an hyperlinks are images[[,]] and [[to]] resisters said 
extracted character strings as said information about links [[on]] in said information 
storing unit. 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 38 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

A method of checking a hyp e rt e xt link in a database comprising the steps of: 

• accepting a condition for detecting a part from a hypertext databas e link , said 
part Jink including a part having an o rror or a mismatch in a l i nk sourc e 
d e script i on an associated hyperlink appearing on the source web oaae of-a 
r e lat i onsh i p betw ee n li nks ; 

• detecting said ©aft link based on said condition; 

• displaying, on a display screen, a result of the detection as a list with three items 
including: 
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o a li nk sourc e descript i on the associated hyperlink : 

o identification information about a4mk the source web page; and 

o identification information about a link target web page of said link . 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 39 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The method of checking a hyp e rt e xt link in a database as set forth in claim 38, wherein 
said list is sorted by having one of said three items as a key in sa i d stop (c) . 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 40 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The method of checking a hyp e rt e xt link in a database as set forth in claim 38 further 
comprising the steps of: 

• accepting a correction candidate for said three items; and 

• correcting said hypor toxt databas e link in accordance with said correction 
candidate a cc e pt e d i n sa i d stop (d) . 
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— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 41 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The method of checking a hyp e rt e xt link in a database as set forth in claim 38, further 
comprising the step of specifying a hyp e rt e xt database to bo chockod . 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 45 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

A computer program product comprising a computer usable storage medium having 
computer readable code embodied th e re i n thereon , said computer readable code being 
executed by a computer including an information storing unit which stores [[an]] 
information about links r el at e d to a hyp e rt e xt, said comput e r r e adabl e codo inc l ud i ng a 
cord for having said computer oorvo as and a condition detecting unit which r e f e rs to 
said i nformat i on storing un i t to detects a part i nc l ud i ng a logically mismatched link. 
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— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 46 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

A computer program product comprising a computer usable storage medium having 
computer readable code embodied th e r ei n thereon , said computer readable code being 
executed by a computer having an information storing unit, said computer readable 
code i nc l ud i ng a cord for hav i ng causing said computer to serve as: 

• an information collecting unit which collects [[an]] information about links r el ated 
to a hyp e rt e xt and stores said information on said information storing unit; and 

• a condition detecting unit which refers to sa i d i nformat i on storing un i t to detects a 
part inc l ud i ng a logically mismatched link. 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 47 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The computer program product as set forth in claim 46, wherein said computer readable 
code i nclud e s a cord for hav i ng causing said computer to serve as a candidate 
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providing unit which provides a correction candidate related to sa i d part i nc l ud i ng the 
logically mismatched link detected by said condition detecting unit. 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 49 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The computer program product as set forth in claim 47, wherein said computer readable 
code i nclud e s a cord for hav i ng causing said computer to serve as a correction 
reflecting unit which corrects sa i d hypert e xt basod on so i d part i nc l ud i ng the logically 
mismatched link dotoctod by said condit i on detect i ng unit and sa i d corr e ct i on cand i date 
prov i d e d by said corr e ction provid i ng un i t . 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 53 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The computer program product as set forth in claim 45, wherein said condition detecting 
unit is op e ratod to divides said information about the links into somo groups in 
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accordance with a predetermined condition and detects a m i nor subgroup of the groups 
as sa i d part i ncluding that includes the logically mismatched link. 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 54 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The computer program product as set forth in claim 45, wherein said condition detecting 
unit i s oporatod to detects a part i nc l ud i ng a link having a mismatch between of which a 
link sourco doscript i on the link and cont e nts of a li nk a target web page ar e m i smatched 
as sa i d part inc l ud i ng tho logica ll y mismatched li nk . 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 55 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The computer program product as set forth in claim 45, wherein said condition detecting 
unit is oporatod to calculates criteria scores of the links based on at least one of the 
following scores and detects [[a]] the link with [[a]] the highest criteria score[[s]] as said 
part logically mismatched link , said scores including: 
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• a first score calculated by comparing li nk source descript i ons of a p l ura li ty of the 
hyper links of links having [[a]] the same \mk target web page w i th each oth o r ; 

• a second score calculated by comparing Imk the target web pages of a plura li ty 
ef links having a samo li nk source descript i on with each othor identical 
hyperlinks : 

• a third score calculated by comparing Imk the target web pages of a plurality of 
links having [[a]] the same l i nk target source web oaae and a samo l ink source 
descript i on w i th each othor identical hyperlinks : and 

• a fourth score calculated by comparing contents of a li nk source d e script i on 
hyperlink and contents of a tmk target web page , sa i d l i nk sourc o d e scr i pt i on 

i 

b e ing li nk e d w i th sa i d li nk targ e t pag o. 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 56 is objected to because of the following informalities: 
> The entire claim should be amended to — 
The computer program product as set forth in claim 45, wherein said condition detecting 
unit is operated to detects a part jink having a mismatch between a l i nk sourco 
d e scription the hyperlink appearing on the source web oaae and cont e nts of a li nk a 
target web page having expired content , sa i d l i nk sourc e description b e ing li nk e d w i th 
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said l ink targ e t pag e , and sa i d mismatch b e ing caus e d by chang i ng the contents of sa i d 
l i nk target pag e. 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 



Claim 57 is objected to because of the following informalities: 
> The entire claim should be amended to — 
The computer program product as set forth in claim 45, wherein said condition detecting 
unit i s op e rat e d to calculates criteria scores of the links based on at least one of the 
following scores and [[to]] detects [[a]] the link with [[a]] the highest criteria score[[s]] as 
said Bart logically mismatched link , said scores including: 

• a first score calculated by comparing li nk sourc e d e scriptions of a p l ura li ty of the 
hyper links of links having [[a]] the same link- target web page with e ach oth e r ; 

• a second score calculated by detecting a notice d e scription, , including a 
movement notice d e scr i pt i on or an expiration notice d e scr i pt i on ,, includ e d in the 
contents of a Wnk target web page for an associated link : and 

• a third score calculated by detecting a d e scr i pt i on of period of validity inc l ud e d in 
the contents of a fek target web page for an associated link and comparing said 
period of validity an4 to the present date and time. 
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— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 58 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The computer program product as set forth in claim 45, wherein said condition detecting 
unit is op e rat e d to detects a part link on multiple web pages having a d i sun i ty among o 
p l ura l ity of l ink source d e scriptions having a sam e li nk target paoo an inconsistent 
hyperlink appearing on the multiple web paces . 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 59 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The computer program product as set forth in claim 45, wherein said condition detecting 
unit is oporatod to detects a part Mnk having a d i sunity i n sty l os among a p l ura li ty of l i nk 
source descript i ons different method of presenting an associated target web page than 
other links on the includ e d i n a same web page or p e riph e ral pages in the same 
website. 
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— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 60 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The computer program product as set forth in claim 47, wherein said condition detecting 
unit i s operated to divides said information about the links into some groups including a 
major group and a minor group in accordance with a predetermined condition and 
detects said minor group as sa i d part including the logically mismatched link. 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 61 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The computer program product as set forth in claim 60, wherein said candidate 
providing unit i s op e rated to provides a correction candidate that makes said minor 
group samo as conform to said mam maior group. 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 
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Claim 62 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The computer program product as set forth in claim 47, wherein said condition detecting 
unit i s oporatod to detects a part i ncluding a link having a mismatch between of which a 
l ink sourc e d e script i on the link and contents of a l ink a target web page ar o m i smatched 
as sa i d part i nc l uding th o logically mismatch e d link . 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 63 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The computer program product as set forth in claim 47, wherein said condition detecting 
unit i s oporatod to calculates criteria scores of the links based on at least one of the 
following scores and detects [[a]] the link with [[a]] the highest criteria score[[s]] as said 
Bart logically mismatched link , said scores including: 

• a first score calculated by comparing li nk sourc e d e scriptions of a plura li ty of the 
hyper links of links having [[a]] the same link target web page w i th e ach oth o r ; 

• a second score calculated by comparing Imk the target web pages of a p l ura li ty 
of links having a same l i nk source descr i ption w i th e ach othor identical 
hyperlinks : 
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• a third score calculated by comparing link the target web pages of a plurality of 
links having a same li nk targ e t source web page and a samo li nk source 
d e scription w i th each othor identical hyperlinks : and 

• a fourth score calculated by comparing contents of a link sourco description 
hyperlink and contents of a Jmk target web pag e, said l ink sourco description 
b ei ng li nked with said l ink target pago . 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 64 is objected to because of the following informalities: 
> The entire claim should be amended to — 
The computer program product as set forth in claim 63, wherein said candidate 
providing unit is op e rated to provides at least one of the following correction candidates 
including: 

• a first correction candidate for the li nk source descr i pt i on hyperlinks obtained by 
comparing li nk sourco descript i ons of a p l ural i ty of the hyper links of links having 
[[a]] the same Imk target web page w i th each othor ; 

• a second correction for th e li nk targ e t cand i date target web pages obtained by 
comparing the target web pages of a plura li ty of links having a samo li nk sourco 
d e script i on w i th oach othor identical hyperlinks : 
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• a correction candidate for tho li nk target web pages obtained by comparing Imk 
the target web pages of a p l urality of links having [[a]] the same l ink target source 
web page and a samo li nk sourco description w i th each othor identical 
hyperlinks : and 

• a correction candidate for th e l ink sourc e d e scr i pt i on hyperlinks obtained by 
comparing contents of a li nk sourco description hyperlink and contents of a Imk 
target web page , sa i d li nk sourco d e script i on b e ing l i nk e d w i th sa i d li nk target 
page. 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 65 is objected to because of the following informalities: 
> The entire claim should be amended to — 
The computer program product as set forth in claim 47, wherein said condition detecting 
unit i s op e rat e d to detects a part link having a mismatch between a li nk sourc e 
descr i pt i on the hyperlink appearing on the source web oaae and cont e nts of a l ink a 
target web page having expired content , said li nk sourco descr i pt i on b e ing li nked w i th 
said l ink targ e t pago, and sa i d m i smatch bo i ng caused by chang i ng tho cont e nts of said 
link target pago . 
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— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 66 is objected to because of the following informalities: 
> The entire claim should be amended to — 
The computer program product as set forth in claim 47, wherein said condition detecting 
unit is operated to calculates criteria scores of the links based on at least one of the 
following scores and detects [[a]] the link with [[a]] the highest criteria score[[s]] as said 
part logically mismatched link , said scores including: 

• a first score calculated by comparing l ink sourc o d e script i ons of a p l ura li ty of the 
hyper links of links having [[a]] the same link target web page with e ach othor ; 

• a second score calculated by detecting a notice d e script i on, , including a 
movement notice d e scription or an expiration notice d e script i on^ inc l uded in the 
contents of [[the]] a Hnk target web page for an associated link : and 

• a third score calculated by detecting a descr i pt i on of period of validity i nc l ud e d in 
the contents of a link target web page for an associated link and comparing said 
period of validity and to the present date and time. 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 
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Claim 67 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The computer program product as set forth in claim 66, wherein said candidate 
providing unit i s op e rated to provides at least one of the following correction candidates 
including: 

• a first correction candidate for th e li nk sourc e d e script i on hyperlinks obtained by 
comparing l i nk sourc e d e script i ons of a p l ura li ty of the hyper links of links having 
[[a]] the same Imk target web page with e ach oth e r ; and 

• a second correction candidate for th e link target web pages obtained by 
extracting th e d e scr i pt i on of a new moved web page address from the contents 
of [[a]] the Hnk target web page. 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 68 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The computer program product as set forth in claim 47, wherein said condition detecting 
unit is op e rat e d to detects a part link on multiple web pages having a d i sun i ty among a 
p l ura li ty of l i nk source d e script i ons hav i ng a sam e l ink target pago an inconsistent 
hyperlink appearing on the multiple web pages , and said candidate providing unit 
provides a correction candidate for the hyper link source descript i on by comparing Jmk- 
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sourc e descriptions of a p l urality of the hyperl inks of links having [[a]] the same fek 
target web page as that of said part detected Hnk by sa i d condition dotoct i ng unit . 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 69 is objected to because of the following informalities: 
> The entire claim should be amended to — 
The computer program product as set forth in claim 47, wherein said condition detecting 
unit i s op e rat e d to detects a part Hnk having a disun i ty in sty l os among a p l ura li ty of li nk 
sourc e d e scr i pt i ons different method of presenting an associated target web page than 
other links on the i nc l uded i n a same web page or p e r i pheral pagos in the same 
website , and said candidate providing unit i s oporatod to provides said correction 
candidate for the sty le of tho li nk source d e scr i ption detected link by comparing the style 
of a p l ura li ty of li nk source descript i ons i ncluded i n tho dotoctod part dotoctod by said 
cond i tion d e tect i ng un i t presentation method of the detected link and the presentation 
methods of the other links . 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 
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Claim 70 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The computer program product as set forth in claim 46, wherein said information 
collecting unit is op e rated to repeatedly collects said information about the links in th o 
hyp e rtext , and said information storing unit stores a p l ural i ty of said information about 
th e l i nks collected at a p l urality of different times. 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 71 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The computer program product as set forth in claim 70, wherein said condition detecting 
unit i s operat e d to detects a part link having a mismatch between a link sourc e 
d e scr i pt i on the hyperlink appearing on the source web page and contents of a l i nk a 
target web page by r e f e rr i ng to analyzing said information stor i ng un i t and ca l cu l at i ng 
determining chang e s of a change in the number[[s]] of [[the]] links or k i nds of tho li nk 
sourc e descr i pt i on to th e l ink targ e t pag e during said times , the contents of said li nk 
targ e t pag e be i ng chang e d . 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 
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Claim 72 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The computer program product as set forth in claim 45, wherein said condition detecting 
unit i s op e rated to detects a link having no li nk sourc e descript i on hyperlink appearing 
on the source web page as sa i d part i nc l ud i ng the logically mismatched link. 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 73 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The computer program product as set forth in claim 45, wherein said condition detecting 
unit i s op e rat e d to detects a link having th e l i nk sourc e d e scr i pt i on a hyperlink on the 
source web page in which no character strings or images are included, or a li nk having 
th e l i nk sourc e d e scr i ption in which a character string or an image is expressed in an 
inconspicuous color or [[a]] size i s inc l ud e d , as said part i nc l uding the logically 
mismatched link. 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 
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Claim 74 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The computer program product as set forth in claim 45, wherein said condition detecting 
unit i s operated to detects a group of links having associated hyperlinks appearing on 
source web pages that form i ng forms a loop as said part logically mismatched link, 
wherein the l ink sourc e d e scr i pt i ons of sa i d li nks associated hyperlinks r el at i ng relate to 
a sam e common topic. 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 

Claim 77 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

> The entire claim should be amended to — 

The computer program product as set forth in claim 46, wherein said information 
collecting unit i s op e rat e d to extracts character strings corresponding to th e l i nk source 
d e scr i pt i on hyperlinks of said links ffbvll through character recognition when the tak 
sourc e descr i ption i s an hyperlinks are images[[,]] and [[to]] resisters said extracted 
character strings as said information about links [[on]] in said information storing unit. 

— in order to more accurately describe Applicant's invention and so that the 
claim reads easily for a person whose native language is English and conforms 
to United States patent practice. 
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Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-5, 7, 1 1-32, 35-37, 45, 53-59, 72-74 and 78 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 
Claims 1 and 2: 

The language of the claim raises a question as to whether the claim is directed 
merely to an abstract idea that would not result in a practical application producing a 
concrete, useful, and tangible result to form the basis of statutory subject matter under 
35 U.S.C. 101. 

In summary, Claim 1 recites an "apparatus" for checking links for "mismatches." 
The "apparatus" is comprised solely of computer software components. Thus, the 
recited invention is computer software per se. 

A computer program is merely a set of instructions capable of being executed by 
a computer. The computer program itself is not a statutory process in that it does not 
include the computer-readable medium needed to realize the functionality of the 
computer program. Thus, as currently recited, Claim 1 is directed to an abstract idea 
that does not produce a concrete, useful and tangible result. 
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Claim 2 merely recites additional computer software components. Thus, Claim 2 
also fails to recite statutory subject matter. 

Additionally, in order for a claim to recite statutory subject matter, the claimed 
invention as a whole must accomplish a practical application by producing a useful, 
concrete and tangible result. State Street Bank & Trust Co. v. Signature Financial 
Group Inc., 149 F. 3d 1368, 1373, 47 USPQ2d 1596, 1601-02 (Fed. Cir. 1998). The 
sole function of the "apparatus," as recited in Claims 1-2, is checking links. "Checking 
links" is an abstract idea that does not produce a useful, concrete and tangible result. 
Stated differently, the recited invention merely checks links without doing anything more 
to the links. 

Claims 3-5, 7, 11 -32 and 35-37: 

The language of the claim raises a question as to whether the claim is directed 
merely to an abstract idea that would not result in a practical application producing a 
concrete, useful, and tangible result to form the basis of statutory subject matter under 
35U.S.C. 101. 

In summary, Claim 3 recites an "apparatus" for checking a link by storing 
information about links and using the information to detect a "logically mismatched link." 
The "apparatus" is comprised solely of computer software components. Thus, the 
recited invention is computer software perse. 
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A computer program is merely a set of instructions capable of being executed by 
a computer. The computer program itself is not a statutory process in that it does not 
include the computer-readable medium needed to realize the functionality of the 
computer program. Thus, as currently recited, Claim 3 is directed to an abstract idea 
that does not produce a concrete, useful and tangible result. 

Claims 4, 5, 7, 1 1-32 and 35-37 merely recite additional computer software 
components. Thus, Claims 4, 5, 7, 11-32 and 35-37 also fail to recite statutory subject 
matter. 

Additionally, in order for a claim to recite statutory subject matter, the claimed 
invention as a whole must accomplish a practical application by producing a useful, 
concrete and tangible result. State Street Bank & Trust Co. v. Signature Financial 
Group Inc., 149 F. 3d 1368, 1373, 47 USPQ2d 1596, 1601-02 (Fed. Cir. 1998). The 
sole function of the "apparatus," as recited in Claims 3, 5, 1 1-32, 36 and 37, is checking 
a link by monitoring conditions, manipulating data and calculating scores. None of 
these functions performed by the software yield a tangible result in that the functions 
performed by the software stop short of a practical application (unlike Claim 4, which 
collects information about the links and stores the information, and Claim 7, which 
corrects the links). 
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Claims 45, 53-59, 72-74 and 78: 

The language of the claim raises a question as to whether the claim is directed 
merely to an abstract idea that would not result in a practical application producing a 
concrete, useful, and tangible result to form the basis of statutory subject matter under 
35 U.S.C. 101. 

In order for a claim to recite statutory subject matter, the claimed invention as a 
whole must accomplish a practical application by producing a useful, concrete and 
tangible result. State Street Bank & Trust Co. v. Signature Financial Group Inc., 149 F. 
3d 1368, 1373, 47 USPQ2d 1596, 1601-02 (Fed. Cir. 1998). The sole function of the 
"computer program product," as recited in Claims 45, 53-59, 72-74 and 78, is checking 
a link by monitoring conditions, manipulating data and calculating scores. None of 
these functions performed by the software yield a tangible result in that the functions 
performed by the software stop short of a practical application (unlike Claim 46, which 
collects information about the links and stores the information, and Claim 49, which 
corrects the links). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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Claims 1-5, 7, 1 1-32, 35-41 , 45-47, 49, 53-74 and 77-79 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and 
distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 
Claims 1-5, 7, 11-32, 35-41, 45-47, 49, 53-74 and 77-79: 

Claim 1 recites "detecting a pan 1 including a logically mismatched link in said 
hypertext database" in Lines 2-3. This limitation is indefinite because, while it is clear 
that the recited invention "detects" a "logically mismatched link," it is unclear what is 
meant by the phrase "detecting a part including a logically mismatched link in said 
hypertext database." It is clear that the "part" includes the "logically mismatched link," 
and it is clear that the "part' is "in said hypertext database " however, it is unclear 
whether the "part' is a hyperlink, a web page, a website or something else contained 
within the "hypertext database." The term "part" is not well-defined in the Specification. 
The only portion of the Specification that indicates a meaning of the term is on Page 23, 
Lines 23-27, which indicates that the "part" is in a document and is logically 
mismatched. 

Because the examiner cannot determine the meaning of "part," the scope of 
Claim 1 cannot be determined. Thus, Claim 1 is indefinite. 

To properly response to this issue, Applicant must amend the claim to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which Applicant regards 
as the invention. 
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Claims 3 (see Lines 5-6), 38 (see Lines 2-5), 45 (see Line 8) and 46 (see Lines 
10-11) have the same limitation. Thus, Claims 3, 38, 45 and 46 are indefinite using the 
same rationale. 

Claims 2, 4, 5, 7, 11-32, 35-37 39-41, 47, 49, 53-74 and 77-79 are dependent 
upon Claims 1 , 3, 38 or 46, and thus incorporate the indefinite subject matter in the 
aforementioned rejections. 

Claim 2: 

Claim 2 recites "a part having a mismatch between a link source description and 
contents of a link target page, the contents of said link target page being changed, said 
link target page being linked with said link source description" in Lines 7-10. This 
limitation is indefinite because it is unclear whether the changed "contents" of the "link 
target page" causes the "mismatch." If the changed "contents" of the "link target page" 
does cause the "mismatch," then the limitation is indefinite also because it is unclear 
how the changed "contents" of the "link target page" causes the "mismatch." 

This limitation is nearly identical to the limitation recited in Lines 4-6, with the only 
difference being the changed "contents." This limitation insufficiently indicates how the 
changed "contents" relates to the remainder of the limitation. Thus, the scope of the 
claimed invention cannot be determined. 
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To properly response to this issue, Applicant must amend the claim to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which Applicant regards 
as the invention. 



Claims 13, 21, 22, 55, 63 and 64: 

Claim 1 3 recites "a third score calculated by comparing link target pages of a 
plurality of links having a same link target page and a same link source description with 
each other" in Lines 12-14. This limitation is indefinite because it is unclear fo what the 
link target pages" (see Line 12) are being "compared." The limitation recites that the 
"plurality of links" have the same "link target page" (see Line 13). Thus, it appears that 
the recited invention is comparing a single "link target page" to itself. "Comparing" a 
single web page to itself makes no sense to the examiner. 

To properly response to this issue, Applicant must amend the claim to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which Applicant regards 
as the invention. 

Claims 21 (see Lines 12-14), 22 (see Lines 1 1-14), 55 (see Lines 12-14), 63 (see 
Lines 12-14) and 64 (see Lines 12-15) have the same limitation. Thus, Claims 21, 22, 
55, 63 and 64 are indefinite using the same rationale. 
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Claims 36, 37, 78 and 79: 

Each of Claims 36, 37, 78 and 79 recite "having a hypertext on a Web site to be 
checked target (emphasis added). This limitation is indefinite because its grammar 
makes the scope of the limitation indeterminable. That is, the examiner cannot 
determine the scope of the limitation because the limitation is not recited in idiomatic 
English. Additionally, the examiner cannot determine what a "checked target is, 
because the Specification of the present invention does not mention a "checked target" 
If Applicant opts to keep this language in the claim, then Applicant should expressly 
indicate the meaning of "checked target and provide the location in the Specification 
(page and line number) where Applicant's interpretation of "checked target is 
supported. 

To properly response to this issue, Applicant must amend the claims to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which Applicant regards 
as the invention. 



Complete Substantive Examination Delayed 

Based on the indefiniteness of the claims and the problems with the Specification 
and format of the claims, the examiner deems it impractical to give a complete 
substantive examination at this time. However, the examiner has performed a search to 
locate the best prior art in the context of the present invention as he best understands it. 
These references are listed on the Form 892 attached to this Office Action. 
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Also, the examiner submits the following comments regarding the present 
invention and the references. Applicant may used these comments for assistance in 
forwarding prosecution of the application. 

Claims 1-3 and 45 are much too broad and will never be allowed in their present 
state. The term "part should be amended in every instance in the claims so that the 
examiner can determine the scope of the claimed invention. In other words, if the "part 
is a link (or a target web page), then it should be identified as a link (or a target web 
page)in the claims. 

The closest references listed on Form 892 to Applicant's invention are: Davis- 
Hall, U.S. Patent No. 6,601 ,066; Bates et al., U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 
US 2002/0133514; Diedrich et al., U.S. Patent No. 7,028,032; McCarty et al., U.S. 
Patent Application Publication No. US 2004/0205569; Lai, U.S. Patent Application 
Publication No. US 2003/0158953; Hayden, U.S. Patent Application Publication No. US 
2003/0084095; and Laiho, WO 00/46696. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Doug Hutton whose telephone number is 571-272-4137. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:00 AM to 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather Herndon, can be reached at (571) 272-4136. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
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Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
2100. 



WDH 

July 9, 2006 




DOUG HUTTON 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 
TECH CENTER 2100 



